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Go-I. At the ouitset he must grasp clearly %vhiat his task is at this
point. \Vhat is meant by the proof of the divine existence. andi in
%vliat sense can the existence of God bc proved ? Are those righit
who, followving the Kantian criticism, say that the divine existence
canniot, be proved ? If they are flot right, %vherein is their error ;?
Here the apologete will be %vise to talze strong midcle grounid,
showing that hie cloes not undertake: to prove the existence of God
by a strict decluctive or demonstrative mode of reasoning, andi yet
assertingr that the theistic proofs are of real logrical value in estab-
lishîng the objective valîclity of the native belief iii God. The
apologete wvill not undertake to, prove the existence of a Goci of
whom hie is entirely ignorant, or in wvhom he lias no simple belicf,
but lie wvill show, that the native constituitional bclief in the divine
existence is a logrical and rational belief, which rests on good
reasons and is supported by strong evidence. The aogeewîll
P.lso show that the theistic proof coiisists of many branches-, and
that these mnust be viewed cumulatively. It is a cable with iiii-er-
ous strands, and not a chain made up of rnany links. Its
arguimentative force does not clepend on the strength of its weakest
proof, butt on tlic combined resilt of ail its lunes of proof bound
togyether inî one comrplex inductive process, which may be terme.d
the theistic inference.

The apologete wvil1 find it difficuit to classify the theistic proofs
in a satisfactory wvay. The olci division into az priqi-z and a pos-
teCric?,'? 1$ gooci only so, far, for rnany of the, proofs ernbrace both
factors. The followving classification, thougch not free from de-
fects, may serve his purpose :First, Those argyuments w-herein
the materials of proof are drawn froni the nature and contents of
the hunian niind, and wvhich rnay therefore bc termeci psyrhiica.
Here the argumnent from the native thecistic belief, as the bridge
between the psycho!ogyv and ontologry of thecism, ourdit to be first
considered ; and then the proofs frûni the nature of truth andc
the conditions of certitude, from the notion of a necessary or al
pDerfect beýing, and from the idea of the infinite, would naturally'
followii in orcler. A second generai class of theistic proofs would
include those iihich are baseci on the principal of emnsali1jy. H-ere
the apologete must hold by a truc doctrine of causation, which
gives a place to the eleinenits of suffcient reason and efficiency
and then hie may procecd to iinfoldi the causal arguments, setting
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